would not be tolerated.
Patients are not so much to blame, although the fear of pain may induce many to object to the removal of any roots of teeth, or dead or useless teeth which may be in their mouth at the time,as dentists. If, after stating the consequences that will inevitably result from their presence, the patient still persist in retaining them, it is the duty of the dentist to refuse his services. The practitioner should never sacrifice his better informed judgment to the wishes or whims of his patient. Whenever he can consent to do this, in a matter involving consequences so serious, he ceases to be worthy of confidence, and all claims to respect from his professional brethren. There was a time, when the means of retaining artificial teeth in the mouth were not as well understood as at present, when a dentist was justifiable in using the roots of one or more teeth for this purpose. But in the present advanced state of dental prosthesis, no such excuse can be plead in justification of the practice, and among conscientious scientific practitioners we believe it is never tolerated.
The foregoing remarks may, by some, be thought rather strong, but believing them, as we conscientiously do, to be true, we We have had frequent opportunities of noticing them, and have condemned the practice on more occasions than one.?Bait. Ed.
